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ANNOUNCEMENT 


At a recent meeting of the Trus- 
tees of Christ’s Mission Mr. T. C. 
Marshall was invited to be Executive 
Secretary for the ensuing year. He 
has accepted, and will begin his work 
April Ist. In addition to editing THE 
CONVERTED CATHOLIC he will endeavor, 
systematically,,to build up its circula- 
tion, and to enlarge the constituency 
of the Mission. 

Mr. Marshall has been interested 
inthe Mission for many years. His 
first acquaintance occurred when he 
assisted Father O’Connor in his work. 
During those years he came to un- 
derstand the special field of the Mis- 
activities, and began the study 

Papal system from the docu- 

through which he gained an 
le reputation for accuracy of 
tanding and statement that has 
| his conduct of the Magazine 
‘ the years he has been its edi- 
tor. In one of his last communica- 


sion’ 
of the 
ment 
envi 
unde: 
marl 
durit 


Truth Without Accuracy 
A Catholic President 
Rome Rule in Our Journalism 
New Marriage Law Legislation 


9 


tions Dr. Burrell wrote: “I take pleas- 
ure in commending THE CONVERTED 
CatHotic to the patronage of all 
truth lovers. The editor is an out- 
standing Christian of sound scholar- 
ship and supreme tact. Whatever he 
writes is the result of calm deliber- 
ation, and can be depended on.” 

The friends of Christ’s Mission are 
encouraged to pray that Mr. Marshall 
may be wisely guided and eminently 
successful in this enlarged work. 

~ Oscar M. VoorHees, 
Secretary. 

es 
Wise Mexican Priests 

The New York “Herald-Tribune,” 
Feb. 27, quoted Dr. Samuel Guy In- 
man, secretary of the Committee on 
Co-operation in Latin America, as 
having said the day before, at a meet- 
ing that “maty priests have regis- 
tered their churches under the law, 
and are conducting services without 
ecclesiastical authority, 


and many 
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more are ready to comply with the 
law as soon as they can get ecclesi- 


astical sanction.” 
oe 


The Ten Commandments in Schools 

By a vote of 78 to 25 a bill was 
passed by the House of Representa- 
tives of North Dakota providing that 
placards shall be placed in every 
school-room in the State, displaying 
the Ten Commandments. The Brook- 
lyn “Tablet,” Feb. 26, says: “The 
only opposition was that as different 
sects used various versions of the 
Decalogue it would be difficult to 
come to an agreement as to which to 
use. Sponsors of the bill answered 
that all versions stated the same 
moral points, and declared that it was 
important for every child to know the 
Ten Commandments, as they are the 


basis of all law.” 
ee 


Marriage Bill Hearing 


According to the Brooklyn “Tab- 
let” the hearing at the Boston State 
House on certain marriage bills be- 
fore the Legislative Committee on 
Legal Affairs, Feb. 14, was stormy. 
Counsel for the Ku Klux Klan pre- 
sented a petition from Telfair M. 
Minton for legislation “to forbid cer- 
tain contracts, agreements or stipula- 
tions relating to marriage.” The pro- 
posed legislation would make it un- 
lawful “to persuade, entice, or induce 
parties to a marriage ceremony to en- 
ter into a contract, oral or written, 
concerning the religious training of 
issue of said marriage.” Nils J. 
Kjellstrom, attorney for the Klan, 
said that the bill was being intro- 
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duced in every Legislature in the 
country. In last month’s issue we 
gave the “pre-nuptial agreement” 
which this bill is designed to make 
illegal. 


ee 
“Religious Bias” in Federal Service 


It would seem that the Papal 
agents are not satisfied with the num- 
ber of their henchmen in the service 
of our Government, as Mr. Luther C. 
Stewart has written to the President, 
complaining that “favoritism based 
on religious,” as well as other con- 
siderations, is one of the “sinister 
forces making for the deterioration of 
the Federal service,” says the Brook- 
lyn “Tablet,” Feb. 26, which paper 
is reminded of a charge made some 
time ago by Archbishop Curley, of 
Baltimore that “religious discrimina- 
tion existed in Federal departments 
and bureaus under the shadow of the 
White House.” We can be sure that 
with a Catholic President the priests 
of Rome would have no.cause of com- 
plaint as to the number of appoint- 
ments to strategical positions in the 
Government services, of persons 
whose chief duty would be to the 
Pope and not the President. 


ee 


The Voice of the Real Rome 


Those people who take seriously 
the words of certain priests of Rome 
and other agents of the Vatican to 
the effect that the Church does not 
desire ,violence and bloodshed in 
Mexico will do well to heed this para- 
graph from a lecture recently given 
to the students of the Pontifical Greg- 
orian University in Rome by Arthur 
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Vermeersch, a Jesuit teacher of moral 
theology in Rome. It is in a dispatch 
from John Bond (Fellowship Forum, 
March 5, 1927). This reads: “The 
persons who think they are defend- 
ing Christian doctrine by disapprov- 
ing the armed movements of the 
Catholic Mexicans are entirely in the 
and cause much harm. To 
defend Christian morals it is not nec- 
\ recur to the falsehoods 
propagated by pacifist teachings. By 
rising up in arms against the present 
rnment of Mexico, the Catholics 

do not only make use of a 
sacred right, but also fulfill a solemn 
dut) This is quite in line with the 
history of the Church for centuries. 
The Pope in all ages has been quite 
as willing to have his own “subjects” 
slaughtered as any other monarch’s, 
if they disobey him. 


wrong, 


essary to 


Gor 


the: 


————_.. 
Fiftieth Anniversary of Czech Church 


On Feb. 18 the Jan Hus Bohemian 
Presyterian Church, 347 East 74th 
Street, New York City, began cele- 
brating its golden jubilee. The pas- 
tor, Dr. Pisek, has been with it for 
fifty years, having been lay assistant 
for six years before becoming its 
regular minister. On Feb. 21 the 
Presbytery assembled at the church. 
Dr. Pisek said, among other things, 
that he had married 11,582 couples, 
and that none had been divorced. Re- 
ferring to his church he said: “I have 
the love of the people—their affec- 
tion. All these fifty years we have 


never had a squabble. It pays to stay 


inon« place; it pays to do your duty, 
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“I wish our ministers would follow 
my example and live among the peo- 
ple. Many of my friends said to me, 
‘You ought to live in Yonkers or 
somewhere away from your church, 
and just go there for two hours a day. 
You will have no peace if you live 
near the church.’ But I insisted on 
the parsonage being right by the 
church. And, of course, I have had 
I did not expect to have 
any peace when I gave up my life to 
the Christian ministry.” Which goes 
far to explain why Dr. Pisek has been 
pastor there for so many years. The 
Rev. Dr. Parker, President of the 
Board of Christ’s Mission, is a disci- 
ple of Dr. Pisek in many respects, 
and, like him, “has no peace.” But 
he has been pastor of the Second U. 
P. Church in Jersey City for over 
thirty-five years. 


no peace. 


ee” 


From Illinois. —“It is with much 
pleasure I am able to address you 
again, and send in a renewal of my 
dues to THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC, 
which grows more vivid and interest- 
ing each number. When reading the 
account of Dr. Burrell’s demise it 
seemed as though I went back and 
came up all. the way of the life of the 
Mission. I am so thankful for its 
long life, and my enjoyment of its 
efficient work 
ment. 


since its commence- 
I hope the work may never 
lack full-hearted and healthy work- 
ers. With this note you will find 
money order for ten dollars to re- 
new my own subscription and the 
others for which I have been paying, 
and the balance to be used for the 
work of Christ’s Mission.” 
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CHRIST’S MISSION SERVICES 


On February 13 Rev. Dr. D. W. 
Park, of Jersey City, N. J., discussed 
the subject “Why I Am a Protestant.” 
He he is a Protestant in the 
sense that Christ was a Protestant 
when denouncing the Jewish syna- 
gogue of that time for having de- 
parted from the plain teachings of 
the Old Testament and following 
and human tradition. He 
pointed out that Protestantism means 


said 


error 


a protest against errors and supersti- 
tion and pagan teachings and prac- 
tises which have gradually crept into 
the Christian Church during and af- 
ter Emperor Constantine’s time, and 
a testifying for the pure Gospel truths 
handed down to us by the Apostles. 


On February 20th Mr. N. G. Har- 
rold, who had lived in Mexico many 
that President Calles 
is working for the uplift of his people 
by having them educated and distrib- 
uting among them, according to the 
law, certain lands in order to encour- 
age thrift and self-reliance and inter- 
est in the common good. He further 
stated that the Roman Church is her- 
self to blame for the enactment of the 
Mexican 


years, said 


Constitution, which it is 
the sworn duty of President Calles to 
uphold and defend against its enemies 
from within or without that country. 


On Emma 
Aboud, a native of the Holy Land, 
narrated her wonderful experiences 
as a Christian evangelist the past ten 


February 27th Miss 


years or so. The Mission chapel was 
packed to its capacity, and all felt 
thankful to God for the work He per- 
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formed through this young woman, 
who devoted her life to His service. 

On Sunday, March 20 Mr. Tutty 
gave an interesting address on “\he 
Religion of St. Patrick.” He de- 
scribed his evangelical teaching and 
the absence from it of the chief char- 
acteristics of the Roman system. The 
Apostle of Ireland derived his knowl- 
edge of the Gospel from the Eastern 
Church—not the Western—and many 
features of his system gave evidence 
of this. He was a man of the Bible, 
and the results of his work lasted for 
many years and spread to other lands. 
At the service “The Breastplate 
Song” was sung. 

ennasianniniipiienemaneee 

Too late for the notice it really de- 
serves appears an article in the April 
“Atlantic Monthly” (40 cents) & Ar- 
lington Street, Boston, Mass., by 
Charles C. Marshall, which presents 
the whole matter of a “Catholic Presi- 
dent” in the best and most compact 
form that we remember having seen. 
It is in the form of an “open letter” to 
Governor Smith, and the Governor 
will gain little by adopting the usual 
method of the Pope’s agents, which 
is to side-step the main issue and dis- 
course, with more or less veracity, 
about something not in dispute. In 
a curious editorial in the “Jersey 
Journal,” March 25, the writer 
represents the author by sugg« 
that the Governor is asked wh 
would do “if he were to find hi 
faced with a mandate from the 
Church,” etc. There is no su 


mis- 
ting 
it he 
iself 


oes- 
rges 


tion, direct or indirect, anywhere in 
the article, of any “mandate.” 
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CHRIST’S MISSION AND “THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC” 


Until the last four or five years the 
purposes of Christ’s Mission were the 
evangelization of the Roman Catholic 
people and the instruction of Protes- 
tants and the general public as to the 
ities of the Roman Catholic hi- 
erarchy in this and other countries. 
To these tasks has now been added 
that of meeting and controverting— 
at least in some measure—the vigor- 
ous and deceitful propaganda, with 
which the country has been, and is 
still, being flooded by means of book- 
lets, tracts and pamphlets, press re- 
ports of speeches and addresses by 
prominent priests, and radio talks. 
Added to these are frequent utter- 
ances by pastors of various Protestant 
denominations praising different fea- 
tures of the Roman cult, some going 
so far as to recommend their imita- 
tion or adoption by Protestant bodies. 
And the denominational press, with 
few exceptions, remains practically 
silent. 

There can be little question that 
the agitation carried on by the Ku 
Klux Klan, certain reactions of the 
Eucharistic Congress at Chicago, and 
the thrusting forth of the Papalist 
Governor of New York as a can- 
didate the presidency,  to- 
gether with many statements in the 
public press, have made a good deal 
of trouble for the priests inside the 
Church. And it may well be that the 
mult:'orm offensive against Protes- 
tants and Protestantism partly origi- 
nates in the military maxim that a 
vigorous offensive constitutes in itself 
an excellent defensive. 


acti 


for 


The need of the average unin- 
formed “Protestant” for true infor- 
mation as to the real teachings of the 
Church itself, and the manifold and 
diverse ways in which these teachings 
work out in the lives of the Catholic 
laity is increased by the fact that 
most of this propaganda matter pro- 
duces a false impression on the minds 
of average readers, who know little 
or nothing about the real nature 
either of the Church itself or of the 
doctrines taught by its priests. For 
over a year this Magazine has de- 
voted some of its space to the correc- 
tion of statements that were either 
absolutely false—as, for example, that 
the Apostles were “Catholics”—or 
misleading in that while the proposi- 
tion itself may be true, other essential 
facts relating thereto are carefully 
omitted. 


No reasonable man would chal- 
lenge the right of the Papal agents to 
publish true statements either of doc- 
trine or of historical events, but this 
cannot be said of the greater part of 


the whole volume of propaganda 
literature now being distributed by 
many different methods and through 
many diverse channels. 

Therefore the Trustees of Christ’s 
Mission feel that special efforts must 
be made to distribute books and 
literature of various kinds to the 
American people, and are preparing 
lists of titles of books dealing with 
various phases of Catholic history 
and teaching. We trust that each sub- 
scriber will purchase some of these, 
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and constitute himself or herself a 
lending library of one for the benefit 
of personal friends, as also the pas- 
tors of their particular churches. 
To this end we are offering back 
“The Cath- 
for 50 cents each, or three for 


volumes of Converted 
olic” 
one dollar, postage extra. These all 
contain many authoritative articles on 
topics that are under vigorous dis- 
cussion to-day, written by scholars 
whose attainments make their utter- 
ances worthy of close attention. 
Copies of the following booklets, 
written several years ago by the Ex- 
ecutive Secretary can be obtained for 
Five Cents each, Twelve for Fifty 
Cents and Twenty-five for One Dol- 
lar: “The Papacy in American Poli- 
tics,” containing the famous “Two 
Swords” paragraph of the Bull 
“Unam Sanctam ;” the essential para- 
the Encyclical “Jamdu- 
dum” of Pope Pius X (1911), declar- 
ing the Portuguese law providing for 
Separation of Church and State null 
and void; the paragraph from the 
Bull “Laudabiliter” of Pope Adrian 
IV selling the country of Ireland to 
King Henry II of England; the state- 
ment of the late Bishop McFaul, of 
Trenton, June 21, 1909, to the effect 
that the Roman Church had then lost 
at least fifteen millions of people 


graphs of 


from its membership; two paragraphs 
from Pope Leo XIII’s Constitution 
“Officiorum ac Munerum,” practi- 
cally forbidding the reading of the 
Bible; Cardinal Gibbons and Pope 
Leo XIII in parallel columns show- 


ing wide variation between Baltimore 
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and Rome (for Protestant consump- 
tion, of course); the letter of Pope 
Pius IX to Jefferson Davis recogniz- 
ing the Confederacy ; quotations from 
a speech in the Senate, April 14, 1898, 
by Senator Turner, of Colorado, in- 
dicating 


meddling in Government 


affairs by Archbishop Ireland and 
Pope Leo XIII on behalf of Spain 
just before our declaration of war, 
also some quotations from the Bel- 
lamy Storer letters in one of which 
Theodore Roosevelt is quoted as say- 
ing, “I consult Archbishop Ireland 
and lean upon him for support in 
every issue that involves the Catholic 
Church in America.” 

“The Thrones of the Papal Vice- 
roys set up in the United States,” be- 
gins with the Foss-O’Connell inci- 
dent at Boston, when the Governor 
refused to play second fiddle to the 
Cardinal at a banquet in Boston, 
March 18, 1912; also the lying propa- 
ganda statement in the New York 
“Tribune” of “Marquise de Fonte- 
noy” that King Edward VII had in- 
augurated precedence of Cardinals 
over the Archbishop of Canterbury 
and other dignitaries, contradicted by 
letter the Lord 
Chamberlain to the writer of the 
booklet; the Cardinals’ Oath; cita- 
tion from a sermon by Archbishop 
Corrigan before Cardinal Satolli, the 
Papal delegate, claiming Papa! su- 
premacy “over the universal Church”; 
the text of Archbishop Ireland's war 
slogan “To make America Catholic” 
in full; citation from “Immortale 
Dei” (Pope Leo XIII) on various 


a facsimile from 
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points, and the passage in full of Dr. 
“To-Hell-with-the-Govern- 
ment” sermon in “Western Watch- 
man,” June 27, 1912. 

“How Pope Pius X Crushed the 
French Sillon” describes a move- 
within the Roman Church in 
France inaugurated by Mare Sag- 


Phelan’s 


ment 
nier for the purpose of saving the 
young men of Paris from atheism. It 
took the form of “Cercles d’ Etudes” 
for the study of religious and social 
subjects, and a number of priests 
gave these local “cercles” their sup- 

For several years it extended 
rapidly, 


port 
bers had large public meetings. Some 
Protestants gave the Sillon their aid. 
Then the clericals charged the Sillon 
with “Modernism,” and this brought 
it within range of the Encyclical 
“Pascendi (July, 
1907), the essential paragraphs of 
which are given. In the following 
October came a decree of excom- 
munication against those Catholics 
who did not heed the Encyclical, the 
text of the decree being given. In 
August, 1910, Pope Pius X issued an 
lical the Sillon 
alleged “errors,” the 
which was that they 
“thought they might escape from 
the leadership of 
authorities.” 
that 


Dominici Gregis” 


Ency condemning 
because of 


first of 


ecclesiastical 
One Sillon proposition 
as condemned was to the effect 


that no man “was worthy of the name 
till | 


depe 


had an enlightened, strong, in- 
lent and governing conscience 
that can do without a master.” Then 
comes a reference to an _ interdict 


issue! against some laymen in Maine 


and occasionally the mem- 
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by the late Bishop Walsh; these had 
tried to get a bill through the Legis- 
lature aiming to destroy the Bishop’s 
control of Church property as “a cor- 
poration sole.” Reference is then 
made to the suppression by Bishop 
Hughes, of New York, of a local “Sil- 
lon” in 1837, a citation from Pope 
Alexander IV forbidding laymen to 
argue with outsiders about anything 
appertaining to the Catholic faith. 
Then come paragraphs dealing with 
the “Ne Temere” decree, and the im- 
portant paragraphs of the Motu Pro- 
prio “Quantavis Diligentia” of Pope 
Pius X forbidding any Catholic from 
taking legal action, either civil or 
criminal, against any ecclesiastic or 
religious, under pain of excommuni- 


cation, without the 


consent of the 


sishop. 

“The Mind of the Vatican on 
American Political Institutions” con- 
sists almost entirely of citations from 
the Encyclical “Immortale Dei” of 


Pope Leo XIII, condemning every 
form of civil and religious liberty, and 
asserting the rights of the Pope to 
universal supremacy over the entire 
population of the globe. 
at least 25 cents for some of these 


booklets, and—Do it NOW. 


Please send 


— oi 


Please send 25 cents for six copies 
of “The Eucharistic Congress in Chi- 
cago,” by Rev. A. Malinverni. When 
you receive them kindly mail five of 
them to friends in different places. 

seseceichanesisiiiinpiaicibiameti 

Will you please show this Magazine 
to at least three members of your 
church—this week? 
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ROMAN CANON LAW AND ENGLISH LAW 
BY J. W. POYNTER 


In view of the fact that in several 
States efforts have been made to 
assert the supremacy of the laws of 
the State over the Canon Law of an 
alien Church, we give our read- 
ers the following article from “The 
English Churchman,” January, 1927. 
Mr. Poynter was brought up in the 
Roman Church: 

The remarkable Marlborough an- 
nulment case has caused a great con- 
troversy both here and in the United 
States on the subject of the relation 
of the Roman Catholic Church to the 
laws of marriage. 


It is a matter 
which has very serious implications, 
and takes us much farther than most 
people would think at first sight. 


Roman Sacramental Doctrine 
According to Roman _ theology, 
Christian marriage is one of the seven 
sacraments, the others being baptism, 
confirmation, holy eucharist, penance, 
sacred ordination and extreme unc- 
tion. “Heathens may be, and are, 
united in true marriage, and their 
union is, of course, a lawful one, sanc- 
tioned and blessed by God Himself, 
Who is the Author of nature as well 
as of grace. But it is only among 
baptized persons that the contract of 
marriage is blessed and sanctified in 
such a manner as to become a means 
of conferring grace: so that we must 
distinguish between marriage in it- 
self and according to the natural law, 
on the one hand, and the sacrament 
of marriage on the other.” 
Arnold, “Catholic 
1917, p. 550.) 


(Addis and 
Dictionary,” ed. 


Now, we must remember that the 
Roman Church claims that she, and 
she only, has valid jurisdiction over 
Christian sacraments. “She gives the 
true sacraments, and it is in the unity 
of the Church, and there only, that 
these sacraments are means of grace.” 
(Addis, p. 182.) 

The subtleties begin! It is a com- 
plicated matter, with important con- 
sequences. The Roman Church does 
not say that there are no sacraments 
at all except such as are given visibly 
and professedly with her sanction. 
Were she to say that, her claims to 
power would be greatly lessened: as 
we shall see. She makes, then, a dis- 
tinction between “validity” and “law- 
fulness.” A sacrament may be ad- 
ministered according to all the forms 
necessary to make it really a sacra- 
ment, and may thus be valid, but at 
the same time it may be that it has 
been administered without the sanc- 
tion of the appointed Catholic au- 
thorities. In that case, although valid, 
it is irregular (unlawful). For exam- 
ple, the Roman Church recognizes 
that the holy orders, eucharist, etc., 
of the Orthodox Eastern Churches, 
are valid, because (in her opinion) 
those Churches never lost the “apos- 
tolic succession of the priesthood” when 
the East was separated from the 
Western Church. Nevertheless, as 
she looks upon the Orthodox as being 
“in schism,” she regards their sacra- 
ments as unlawful. On the other 
hand, she denies that the Church of 
England has any holy orders, eucha- 
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rist, confirmation, at all; that Church 
having lost the “apostolic succession” 
at the Reformation. 

More complications, however! Ac- 
cording to Roman teaching, baptism 
and matrimony do not depend—in 
their essence — onthe action of a 
priest. She may, and does, require a 
priest to be present in most cases ; but 
that is only a Church rule, and is ab- 
solutely the 
Baptism can 
be given validly by anyone, even a 


necessary only when 
Church so declares. 


heathen, who uses the proper means; 
and in matrimony the “ministers of 
the sacrament” are the two parties 
are being married, and not 
The Catholic Church 
requires the priest to be present if 

1 or one of the parties is a Roman- 


who 


the priest. 


ir are Romanists; but, when both 
Protestants or other “non-Cath- 

ic’ baptized persons, of course, she 
onizes the marriage as a sacra- 
ment, though her priests had no hand 


} 
In 


Rome Claims Protestants 


\ll this is very subtle, but these 
complications have a deep meaning. 
Let us turn to the Council of Trent, 

h was held after the outbreak of 
Reformation. 
its seventh session that Council 


passed two canons (numbers 4 and 
“Whoever 


says that baptism, 
| administered by heretics in the 
of the Father, Son and Holy 
t, with the intention to do what 
hurch does, is not real baptism: 
im be anathema”; and, “Who- 


says that the baptised are free 
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from all the precepts of Holy Church, 
either written or delivered by tra- 
dition, so that they need not observe 
them unless they do so of their own 
accord: let him be anathema.” 

Here we have it, then! The Roman 
Church, and she only, has jurisdiction 
over Christian sacraments. In cer- 
tain circumstances, sacraments may 
be validly (but irregularly) adminis- 
tered outside her fold. In such cases, 
however, her rights remain entire. 
She only is judge; she can claim the 
right to decide as to anything con- 
cerning even those “irregular” sacra- 
ments. 

If, for example, she were restored 
to power in England, she, on her own 
showing, could—and would to the ut- 
most of her power—claim every bap- 
tised person, of whatever sect, as be- 
She 
could call them, at her discretion, be- 
fore her courts to be judged. 


ing subject to her canon law. 


Monsignor Moyes’ “Lingardism” 

Nov. 24, 1926, 
the Canon 
Theologian of Westminster Catholic 
Cathedral, had a letter, in which he 
alluded to the 
Catholics to 


In “The 


Monsignor J. 


Times,” 
Moyes, 


attitude of Roman 
the State. He said: 
“[|Roman Catholics] are taught to 
render glad and conscientious obe- 
dience to the State in matters civil 
and temporal, ... [but] we cannot 
recognize any right on the part of the 
State to dictate to us, or legislate for 
us, in matters of religion.” He then 
said: “Church and State [are] ‘each 
supreme in 


its own order’ (as Leo 


XIII has expressed it).” 
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The quotation from Leo is from 
that Pope’s encyclical “On Marriage” 
(February, 1880)—but!—the Canon 
Theologian stopped his quotation at 
What Leo said in 
“Teach supreme in its 
own order] : with this condition, how- 
ever (a condition good for both, and 
of advantage to all men), that union 
and concord should be maintained be- 
tween them, and that, on those mat- 
ters which are, in different ways, of 
common authority, the 
power to which secular matters have 


a critical place! 
full was this: 


right and 
been entrusted should happily and 
becomingly the 
with 


depend on 
entrusted 


power 
which is heavenly 
things.” 

It is deplorable the way Roman 
apologists quote the first part of this 
passage and omit the second, which 
largely nullifies the first. Leo was 
claiming for the Papacy rights su- 
perior to the laws of States. In few 
or no matters is that claim more seri- 
ous than in regard to marriage. 


Let this be clearly understood : The 
Roman Church is restricted, in the 
assertion of her claims, only by the 
lack of political power to enforce 
them. The more power she gets, the 
more they will be asserted. In theory, 
she claims rights of judgment over all 
baptised persons, of whatever “sect” 
(as she would say) they claim to be 
members. She will by no means 
attach any weight to the laws (as 
such) of such “sect” (or of the State), 
if they conflict with her canon law. 
This fact, moreover, is of grave social 
importance when we remember that 
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she regards Christian marriage 
Neither 
it be said that all she is concer: 
with is “Church discipline,” lea 
“civil effects” untouched. 


subject to her judgment. 


She as 

a right to tell certain legally (accor 
ing to the State), married people th: 
they are living in sin, and must 
married by her or else totally sepa- 
rate: in the latter case she would say 
they can marry again. 


Menace to Civil Order 


As a former Roman Catholic, | re- 
alize what a sword of dissension the 
marriage laws of Rome are, and what 
a menace to civil order they might be- 
come. By the Ne Temere decree they 
declare that even a Protestant, iif he 
or she marries a Roman Catholic, will 
be living in mere concubinage if the 
ceremony does not take place before 
a priest of Rome, with the conditions 
of Roman canon law. One of those 
conditions is a signed promise which 
practically hands over the control of 
most grave parts of the couple’s fam- 
ily life to the Catholic clergy—with 
no recognition of any religious rights 
for the “non-Catholic.” 

Many are the couples who—amar- 
ried in the eyes of the laws of their 
country — are regarded by Rome as 
living in sin, and their children as 
illegitimate. They are liable to con- 
stant menaces from the priesthood. 
Many, also, are the shifts resorted to, 
to enforce the canon law where it con- 
flicts with English statutes. In some 
cases, when the parties are suffic- 
iently frightened an appointment is 
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made for them to come secretly to 
the Catholic church (generally in the 
evening), and, behind locked doors 
for the ceremony is civilly illegal— 
the Roman service is performed. 
Otherwise, they are “not married!” 
And Rome is the professed enemy of 
“clandestine marriage !” 


Yet, 
Roman Catholics depend on so many 


for all this, the marriages of 


considerations of “intention,” absence 
of impediments (which may be men- 
tal, or in other ways obscure or tech- 
nical), etc., that their validity may be 
questioned, even after many years, 
ina way no civil law would tolerate! 
New Zealand, the dangers aris- 
ing from Roman canon law were 
with by the State’s passing a 
law by which it became an offense to 


dealt 


say that any civilly valid marriage 
is invalid. ; 


5 - 


Another Warning from England 
Rev. Ronald Knox, preaching at 
Manchester, England, said that “in 
twenty-five years the Romanists had 
increased their churches in the coun- 
try by 500, and the priesthood had 
swollen from 2,800 to 4,000, says 
“Churchman’s Magazine,” January, 
1927. There might be a lamentable 
loss of non-practising Catholics, but 
the rate of conversions to the Church 
had increased till to-day they num- 
bered 13,000 per annum, and the Ro- 
man population had gained on the 
gencral population. We have be- 
gun to count. We are a nation 
within a nation, and possess stand- 
ards and institutions of our own.” 


A TRIBUTE 


A highly esteemed friend of the 


Mission has tribute to 
Father O’Connor and the Mission in 


“vers libre,” which is presented in 


sent us a 


We have some- 
what amplified his last line. 


“The Converted Catholic” and 
Christ’s Mission 


prose to save space. 


THe CONVERTED CATHOLIC, what is 
it? It is an international Magazine; 
it was founded by a former priest, 
who was fit to be Pope had he stayed 
a Roman priest, but after ordination 
he craved for the sincere truth, light 
and the right. He received scrip- 
tural illumination that Christ only is 
the true Saviour. 

After 
command, given to 


his Lord’s 
Peter: “When 
thou art converted strengthen thy 
brethren,” was heard by him, and he 
devoted himself to the instruction of 
Roman Catholics from 
light, the evangelical 
faith with all zeal, courtesy, love and 
might. 

He was unselfish, and a noble soul. 
His heart, his strength, and all he 
gave to the work. Like Paul, he fin- 
ished his course and reached the goal, 
and now he is with the blessed Mas- 
ter, whose servant and worker he was 
indeed. Pray the dear Lord for this 
Magazine and Mission. For a man 
like him the Mission is in need. Come 
to the help of the Lord against the 
mighty by your prayers, your means, 
and—perhaps as important as any— 
by personal effort among your 
friends. 


his conversion 


darkness to 
expounding 
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PAPAL SUPER-SOVEREIGNTY IN CHINA 


The New York “Times” of March 
3 had an editorial on “Church and 
China,” which contains 
this amazing statement about the 
Papal missions in that land: 

“The fact that their mission work 
has been peculiarly free from med- 


Politics in 


dling in either foreign or Chinese 
politics is now standing the Church 
The anti-Christian 
Prot- 
missions is, 


in good stead. 


movement against various 


estant denominational 


reflection of the anti- 
the 


It is also a curious, indirect 


in part, a 


foreign sentiments of Chinese 


people. 
protest against interference in in- 
ternal Chinese affairs by some mis- 
and 


sionaries even 


though they have been for the most 


organizations, 


part encouraging to the Chinese na- 
tionalist cause.” 

From which the average reader 
would judge that “Protestant mis- 
sionaries and organizations” had been 
“interference in internal 
the 


Catholic Church had been “peculi- 


guilty of 
Chinese affairs” while Roman 
arly free from meddling in either for- 
eign or Chinese politics.” As we must 
presume the author to write in good 
faith it is evident that he is entirely 
destitute of knowledge as to the facts 
of the case; and on March 9 appeared 
a letter from “M. C. A.,” 
part: 


who said, in 
“T was in Tientsin and Peking 
during September and October, 1900, 
which gave me unusual opportunities 
for hearing the prevailing ideas about 
It was obvious 


Christian missions. 


then that the missionaries represent- 


ing the Roman Catholic body demanded 
and exercised privileges which were 
very powerful in bringing about the 
Boxer massacres of Chinese Christians 


and of foreign missionaries.” 
ours. ) 


( Italics 


In THe ConverTepD CATHOLIC for 
September, 1900, pp. 268-71 are given 
to this very subject, and in our issue 
for December, 1926, we gave some 
quotations from the New York “Trib- 
une” and the London “Chronicle” in 
Bishop Merrill 
wrote in the “Northwestern Christian 
Advocate,” July 12, 1900: “This im- 
[that the 
work for “the displacement of their 
laws and customs”] is strengthened, 


1900, regarding it. 


pression Roman _ priests 


and must be, when these lord bishops 
actually sit as judges and determine 


. e — . . 
causes of a civil kind, and impose 


fines, penances and other temporal 
penalties for disobedience to their or- 
ders and failure to pay proper respect 
to their personal dignity.” In 1898 
an agreement was made between the 
Peking Government and the Vatican 
by which, among other things, a Ro- 
man bishop was accorded the same 
rank as the Viceroy of a province. 
Rev. Dr. Robert S. MacArthur said in 
1900: “I w: 


China five years ago this month, 


a sermon, July 22, s in 
and 
many of the conditions I examined 
on the spot. I also have the testi: 


of missionaries on the ground a 


ony 
this 
moment. They declare that the Ro- 
man Catholic bishops secure the re- 
lease of their converts when brought 


before the courts, and that the nflu- 
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ence of the French Consul is often 
invoked to emphasize the demands of 
the priests and bishops.” 

The London “Daily News” is 
quoted in the October, 1900, number 
as saying that at the time the agree- 
ment between the Vatican and the 
Peking Government was made, the 
Government offered similar privileges 
to the Protestant missionaries, but “in 
all parts of the field resolutions were 
passed absolutely declining to accept 
any political status.” 

“Ex-Attache” said in the New York 
“Tribune,” September 23, 1900: “It 
was, nevertheless, a fact that Leo 
XIIIl was treated by the Celestial 
Government as a full-fledged sover- 
eign... the Pontiff being officially 
known in the Chinese Empire by the 
title of ‘Kiao Hoang’—that is to say, 
the ‘Emperor of Religion.’ ” 

Father O’Connor’s concluding para- 
graph of the five-page article says: 
“No further evidence is needed that 
the Roman Catholic missionaries in 
China have used the cloak of religion 
to conceal the political aims of the 
Vatican. The missionaries them- 


selves, many of them sincerely de- 


vote 
anit 


| to the propagation of Christi- 
, may not have been conscious 
of the part they were playing, but 
the bishops knew well what the de- 
signs of the cardinals and Jesuits 
were. The poor priests were the tools 
of these wily schemers, who never 
an opportunity to declare that 
the ‘infallible Pope’ or the ‘Emperor 
of Religion,’ as the Chinese desig- 
nate | him, has a right to rule all men 


lose 
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and all nations in temporal as in 
spiritual affairs.” 

Pope Pius XI puts this teaching in 
this form in the Encyclical “Quas 
Primas” issued in December, 1925: 

“The of the Redeemer 
embraces, therefore, all men, as was 
said in the words of Our Predecessor 
of lasting memory, Leo XIII, which 
We here make Our own: “The 
Empire of Christ stands not only 
over Catholic people and over those 
who, reborn in the font of baptism, 
belong by right to the Church, even 
though error has driven them far and 
dissension has separated them from 
the bond of love; it embraces even 
those who do not enjoy the Christian 
faith, so that all mankind is under the 
power of Jesus Christ... .” 

“In the first place, the very fact of 
our acknowledging publicly these 
royal honors which belong to our 
Lord must of itself recall to our minds 
that the Church which was established 
by Christ as a perfect society cannot 
but demand as her right, a right which 
she cannot renounce, full liberty and 
independence from the 
(Italics ours.) 


dominion 


civil power. 


(ee 


Please ask a Roman Catholic friend 
or neighbor what he thinks of the 
article “The Gospel in the Douay Bible” 
in the last issue you received. We 
would be glad if you would tell us his 
reply. : 

quneenntnenenelgpiiimnaretts 

Will you please try and get just 
ONE new subcriber for this Maga- 
zine within ten days from the day 
you read this? 
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ZR UNNI T 


The Gospel in the Douay (Catholic) Bible 


The copy of the Douay Bible used here was published by John 
Murphy Company, Publishers, Baltimore, New York, Printers to 
the Holy See. It bears the “Approbation” of Cardinal Gibbons, 
dated “Baltimore, Sept. 1, 1899,” in which His Eminence de- 
scribes it as “‘an accurate reprint of the Rheims and Douay 
edition.” 


“Search the Scriptures, for you think in them to have 
life everlasting: and the same are they that give tes- 
timony of Me.’’"—John 5: 39, 


ARG 0 NATTA 


A MNT AANA 
JESUS IS EVER NEAR YOU 


The Lord is nigh unto them that are of a contrite heart, and he will save the humble of spirit. 
Psalm xxxiii, 18. 


Now, in Christ Jesus, you, who some time were afar off, are made nigh by the blood of Christ.— 
Ephesians ii, 13. 

Call upon me in the day of trouble: I will deliver thee.—Psalm xliv, 15. 

Ask, and it shall be given unto you, seek, and ye shall find, knock, and it shall be opened 
to you.—Matthew vii, 7 

Come to me, all you that labor, and are burdened, and I will refresh you.—Matthew xi, 28. 

Him that cometh to me, I will not cast out.—John vi, 37. 

The Lord is nigh unto all them that call upon him; to all that call upon him in truth.—Psalm 
exliv, 18. 


The Brooklyn “Tablet,” Feb. 12, 1927, contained a letter from some pious 
Catholic in Mexico, which closed with these sorrowful words: “What we 
have suffered is nothing compared to what is to follow. Before we had the 
consolation of knowing that, even though in hiding, our blessed Lord was 
among us. We were able to visit Him, to receive Him daily in holy com- 
munion. But from to-day on all that is at an end. Beginning to-day the 
Blessed Sacrament will be present nowhere in the entire State of Durango.” 

Oh, the pity of it! It seems hardly credible, were it not for the evidence 
in black and white, that anybody who knew anything of even the Douay 
Bible would really believe that because the Episcopate had forbidden the 
priests to say Mass in the churches, the Saviour Himself had departed from 
“the entire State of Durango,” and withdrawn His saving grace from their 
reach. 

The sorrow of the pious Catholic had not the slightest foundation in fact. 
Our Blessed Lord was just as close at hand to all who should call upon Him 
the day that letter was written as He had been when the Host was lifted up 
for the worship (latria, the worship due to God alone, according to the Coun- 
cil of Trent) paid by this devout soul. He is not subject to the orders of a 
Bishop, nor can He be carried away in a tabernacle. And when the Masses 
were celebrated there was no need for a single Catholic to go to a church to 
“visit Him.” He is always near at hand, ready to hear and bless any who 
desire anything from Him. “The Blessed Lord” is “among” those Catholics 
in Mexico to-day, if they only knew it, and if they called upon Him in their 


day of trouble He would hear and answer their prayers. 
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Dear Catholic reader in this land, the same glorious truth is for you also. 
Christ is no respecter of persons, and He is both able and willing to hear your 
prayer as that of any person who never saw the inside of one of your churches. 
If you do a little thinking you will find it hard to remember any special help 
or blessing you ever received from the adoration of the Host. And for the 
very good reason that Jesus was really not in the wafer at all. Your belief that 
by an incantation the priest can transform a wafer of flour and water into 
the “body and blood, soul and divinity” of Christ has no more foundation than 
the belief of your Mexican co-religionist that because there are no masses 
said in his city the Lord is not there. 
















Jesus came to do for sinners what they can never do for themselves—to 
save them from their sins by His divine power. 

Few things sadden the hearts of those who have personal experience of 
the saving and keeping power of the Lord Jesus than the sight of the Catholic 
people trying to save their own souls by means of church ceremonies and 
| works, instead of through a living faith in the Saviour, who, in spite 
of the teaching of the Church that He can be reached only by the intercession 
of the Virgin Mary, loves their souls, and is both willing to hear and answer 
their prayers at any time and in any place. 

lf you feel discouraged over the fact that from a religious point of view 
you are no better or holier than you were five or ten years ago, though you 
may have obeyed all the commandments of the Church and performed all the 
penances imposed by the priest for your sins and transgressions, there is no 
need for you to “drop the whole thing” and lapse into atheism, as so many 
thousands of other Catholics like you have done, and those Bolshevists and 
Soviet people have done in Russia when they found that there was no real 
deliverance from sin to be found in the teachings and practise of the Holy 
Orthodox Church. Not at all. God is still God, and our Risen Lord is still 
alive, and every day making use of His almighty power to transform liars 
truthful men, wicked people into good ones, miserable people into happy 
ones, and slaves of alcohol and other drugs into free men in Christ Jesus— 


free from the bondage of sin, free from the condemnation caused by sins of 
the past, and from the dominance 












inti 









of sin over their lives in the present. 
the real article, a complete right-about face in their lives 
a mere sentimental “sorrow” inspired largely, perhaps, by fear of con- 





rhrough repentance 


—not 


sequences in the life here or the life to come—or both—and faith when they 
sought salvation at His hands, they have entered upon a new life. Things 
they once hated, now they love; things they once loved, they now hate. They 
are “new men in Christ Jesus.” 


Old things have passed away, and all things 
have become new. 


nd one reason for this is because when they lifted up their hearts in 
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prayer to Him He was near, and not afar off. Christ is always within earshot 
of one who prays to Him. The Douay Bible has many texts in it that teach 
that glorious truth to those who read it. You do not need any help from a 
priest or “the Church” to understand any of the texts at the head of this Mes- 
sage. And they are all true, as you will find out if you put them to the test. 
But you must be willing to part with everything in your life that you: 
conscience tells you is wrong, or contrary to the will of God. There must be 
no reservations whatever in favor of some one or more particular things, as 
sometimes happens when people wish to get right with God. Full surrender 
leads to full salvation. Complete repentance leads to complete deliverance. 
Complete sorrow for sin leads to complete joy in reconciliation with God. 
Jesus is within call as you read this. If you feel such a desire for com- 
munion with Him as that unfortunate Mexican Catholic felt when he wrote 
the sorrowful letter quoted above, lift up your heart to Him just now, and 
tell Him just what you would that He should do unto you, believing that He 
will be true to His promises at the head of this Message. And do it NOW. 


—-_— Oo 


TRUTH WITHOUT ACCURACY 


It seems rather odd to find in a 
journal of such first-class scholarship 
as the New York “Christian Advo- 
cate” (Feb. 17) this statement: “The 
Roman Church, despite certain prac- 
tises and ambitions to which Protes- 
tants offer stubborn resistance never- 
theless stands loyally for God, Christ 
and the Bible.” 

True, to a large extent, but very 
far from accurate. While it is true 
that, on paper, the Church stands loy- 
ally for God, Christ and the Bible, in 
fact it does not do so for any one of 
the three. To its people it presents 
God in the character of a stern Judge, 
whose anger against them, the mem- 
bers of “the only true Church” has 
not been removed by the sacrifice of 
Christ on the Cross; it presents Christ 
thus, in the words of M. Ollier, the 
founder of the Seminary of St. Sul- 


pice, in Paris: “We are very un- 
worthy to draw near unto Jesus, and 
He has a right to repulse us, because 
of His justice, since, having entered 
into all the feelings of His Father 
from the time of His blessed resur- 
rection, He finds Himself in the same 
disposition with the Father towards 
sinners—i. e., to reject them; so that 
the difficulty is to induce Him to ex- 
change the office of Judge for that of 
Advocate, and, of a Judge, to make 
Him a suppliant. Now, this is what 
the saints effect, and especially the 
most Blessed Virgin.” While so far 
as the Bible is concerned it has, for 
practical purposes, no existence for 
the great mass of them, because they 
are taught that both it and its inter- 
pretation have been committed to the 
Church, and that they can only ac- 
cept the meaning that the Church 
puts upon it. The Apostolic Consti- 
tution “Officiorum ac Munerum’ 
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practically forbids its reading by the 
laity (Great Encyclical Letters of 
Pope Leo XIII, pp. 412-13). Further 
on we are told that we should not be 
doing despite to our professions as 
Protestants if we cultivate sympa- 
thies broad enough to include every- 
one who “exalts our Christ.” The 
hurch again only “exalts our Christ” 
n paper, for the people are taught 
worship Him only in the conse- 
‘rated wafer. They are not told to 
‘ay to Him direct either for salva- 
ion or anything else, but to the Vir- 
gin Mary or the saints. 


Statements of this kind create an 
ntirely false impression among un- 
iormed persons as to the nature of 
cult; all the 
iothing is said to suggest that the 


Roman more as 
iders should make any effort to in- 
Catholic 
ighbors who have never been told 


ruct their friends and 


it Christ died to save them from 


he guilt and dominion of sin. 
irther, such passages are likely to 

quoted in the Papal propaganda 
ress, in order to show that some so- 
alled Protestants think there is con- 
lerable good in the superstitious 


d idolatrous system of Rome. 


It may be true (though it may well 

doubted) that the laity includes 
‘multitudes of humble followers of 
r Lord, men and women who at 
art are in union with all other fol- 
vers of our common Lord and Sav- 
ur.” If so, they are so in spite of 
e teachings of their Church and not 
‘ause of anything they bear from 


‘ir priests. Just how the Jesus de- 


115 


scribed above by M. Ollier can be 
“our common Lord and Saviour” 
with the Christ of the New Testa- 
ment and of John Wesley is hard to 
perceive. It is probable that the 
writer of this editorial was not him- 
self fully acquainted with real Cath- 
olic doctrine and practise on these 
and other features of the Roman cult, 
in which case it is to be hoped that 
he will add to his sum of knowledge 
before he sends another contribution 
to such an important journal as the 
New York “Christian Advocate.” 


-_- oro 


In the Toronto “Sentinel,” Aug. 17, 
1926, was this extract from Georgina 
Molyneaux’s “The Cure d’Ars,” Lon- 
1869, p. 121: the 
power of the priesthood! Out of a 


piece of bread the priest’s tongue can 


don, “Consider 


make a God. That is a greater act 
than the creation of the world. 
Saint 


obeys the Cure d’Ars! 


Someone _ said: Philomena 
Certainly, she 
may well obey him, since God obeys 
him. If I met a priest and an angel, 
I would salute the priest before the 
The the 


God, but the priest holds His place.” 


angel. latter is friend of 


“MIXED MARRIAGES” 


Please send 25 cents in stamps for 
6 copies of the reprint of the article 
on this important subject that appeared 
in our issue for February, 1926. It 
gives the text of the “pre-nuptial” agree- 
ment demanded by the Roman Church 
of all non-Catholic parties to such 
marriages. When you get the book- 
lets, please mail five of them to friends 
in other cities mentioning this Mission 
and its work. 
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“Watchman-Examiner,”’ 


In the 
Feb. 24, is a letter from Rev. G, A. 
Riggs, a missionary in Porto Rico, 
who, in referring to a “campaign” at 
Cupey says, among other things: “On 
Monday the message was what was 
needed for people who knew nothing 
of the Gospel. They took in every 
word. Tuesday they were led on into 
a fuller knowledge; and that night 
the invitation was given. Great care 
was taken to make perfectly clear 
what was desired and what it meant; 
then those disposed to stand out 
clearly and firmly for Christ were 
asked to stand. We were astonished. 
Twenty-nine arose almost as one per- 
Don Daniel feared they had not 
understood, so told them they were 


son. 


labeling themselves as the despised 
Protestants if they took this step. 
They insisted that they understood 
exactly what they were doing, and 
they meant to stand by their decision. 
Still doubtful, he singled out one man 
and asked him what he would tell the 
people who asked him what he had 
done. He at once made a clear and 
straightforward statement that con- 
vinced us all, and the others on their 
feet nodded assent to what he said. 
Next night the preacher said that 
after having had a day to think it 
would ask those still 
determined to go on to stand again. 
They did so, and said they well knew 
what they were doing the first night, 
and had not changed their minds. He 
then asked them to sit down, and 
after the address twenty-two more 


over, he 
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responded to the invitation to accept 
Christ as their Saviour. 
—+___-~>- 


“THE KINGSHIP OF CHRIST” 


When the Encyclical “Quas Pri- 
mas” of Pope Pius XI appeared early 
last year some people seemed to think 
the idea quite a new one, so far as the 
Papacy was concerned, and some ill- 
informed non-Catholics appeared to 
think that the Pope was introducing 
something of a novelty for his 
Church. They were quite m‘staken, 
however, for in Froude’s “History of 
England from the Fall of Wolsey to 
the Death of Elizabeth,” we find this 
passage: 

“The authority of the Church over 
the State, the supreme Kingship of 
Christ, and consequently of him who 
was held to be Christ’s Vicar, above 
all worldly sovereignties, was an es- 
tablished reality of medizval Europe. 
The princes had, with difficulty, pre- 
served their jurisdiction in matters 
purely secular, while in matters 
purely spiritual, and in that vast sec- 
tion of human affairs in which the 
spiritual and the secular glide one 
into the other, they had been com- 
pelled—all such of them as_ lay 
within the pale of the Latin com- 
munion—to acknowledge a power su- 
perior to their own. To the Popes 
was the ultimate appeal in all causes 
of which the spiritual courts had cog- 
nizance. Their jurisdiction had been 
extended by an unwavering pursuit 
of a single policy, and their constancy 
in the Twelfth Century was rewarded 
by a suitable victory.” 














A CATHOLIC PRESIDENT? 


This is one of the most important 
the American 
people, and in view both of the vigor- 
ou propaganda being carried on in 
the press throughout the country, and 
the apparently almost universal ig- 
norance of the real character of the 
Roman Church no apology is needed 
for presenting this letter from Ruth 
Campbell, of Knoxville, Tenn., which 
appeared in “The Forum” of March. 
It is headed “The South et Al”: 
Editor of “The Forum”; 


matters now before 


‘ir. George Washington Hays, ex- 
Governor of Arkansas, in “The 
Forum” for November announces 
himself as “an average man living be- 
low the Mason-Dixon line,” and a 
Democrat, whose voice is that of the 
average Southern voter. Thereupon 
he proceeds to advance reasons why 
the South should, and will, support 
“Al” Smith, Governor of New York, 
for the presidency if he is nominated 
in 1928. As an average woman living 
in that same much-discussed region 
of our country, I am venturing to 
take issue with my compatriot, if he 
will permit me. 

in the first place, Mr. Hays feels 
that for the South to make of “Al” 
Smith’s religion a political issue will 
reveal Southerners as prejudiced, in- 
tolerant, and undemocratic. The 


facts, I believe, are exactly contrary. 
No intelligent Southern voter wishes 
to inject the question of religious be- 
liei into the political issues of the 
presidential contest, any more than 
does a Northern, Eastern or Western 
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voter of the same class. But the his- 
tory of the Catholic Church, and the 
creed of the Catholic citizen are such 
that they do not permit his religious 
affiliations to be overlooked in consid- 
ering his candidacy for a_ position 
of power in the Government. 

Most of the religious organizations 
in the United States subscribe to the 
view set forth in the constitutional 
provision against any sort of union 
between Church and State. The col- 
onists who emigrated to this country 
were, for the most part, actuated by 
the passionate desire for a refuge 
where they might worship God ac- 
cording to the dictates of their own 
consciences; where the Government 
did not demand support of any par- 
ticular Church or creed. Having won 
this right by untold sacrifice and suf- 
fering, they secured it to themselves 
and their descendants forever by in- 
corporating into their “Bill of Rights” 


a provision definitely separating 
Church and State. 
And yet the Roman Catholic 


Church has never recognized the dis- 
sociation of the personal and spiritual 
from the political as a basis for a just 
and democratic government. Rather 
does it hold that Church and State 
are inseparably interwoven—that any 
question involving a decision between 
right and wrong is moral, and, there- 
fore, in the province of the Church, 
even if it be purely temporal and po- 
litical. An article written by Count 
Della Torre, stating authoritatively 
the attitude of the Vatican toward the 
relations of Church and politics, was 
published in “The Forum” of March, 
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1926. Mr. Hays might find it illu- 
minating, I think. I am indebted to 
it for the following quotations. To 
the university students after the con- 
vention of Palermo, 1924, the Pope 
said: “The Azione Cattolica (a body 
which serves as the social militia of 
the Catholic Church) while not par- 
taking in politics as such, intends to 
teach Catholics the best way of mak- 
ing use of politics.’ After declaring 
that all good Catholics refrain from 
identifying themselves with any po- 
litical party whatsoever, Count Della 
Torre might be considered as having 
peculiar reference to just such Cath- 
olics as “Al” Smith when he says: 
“In addition to its functions in form- 
ing the political conscience of Cath- 
olics, the Azione Cattolica exercises 
a defensive function through the ac- 
tion of individuals, that is to say, of 
‘militant’ Catholics, who are not pre- 
vented from entering parties, and 
who even find in them the only useful 
the 
Azione Cattolica. 
And in this case we may observe that 


way of putting into practise 


teachings of the 
a constant discipline binds the mili- 
tant Catholic to the Azione Cattolica 
even in his political activities.’ (The 
italics are mine.) 

If the above is true, and how can we 
doubt the statement coming from the 
Vatican itself? — then the worthy 
Governor of New York is assuredly 
of the class “militant Catholic,” and 
therefore bound by every tie of alle- 
giance to the Catholic doctrine. 

The question arises, then: Is the 
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organization and influence of the Ro- 
man Catholic Church democratic? Is 
the spirit which in the South opposes 
a Catholic for a position of great 
power in the Government one of re- 


ligious intolerance in fact? Let us 
consider for a moment the history of 
this Church. This reveals that it has 
ever been practically an absolute mon- 
archy in its organization, and a mon- 
archy that recognizes the right to ex- 
istence of no other Church, claiming 
for itself sole authority from God, in- 
fallibility, omniscience. The Pope is 
the supreme head in all matters, mak- 
ing laws, interpreting the Scriptures, 
revealing will, and de- 


the Divine 


manding the undivided loyalty of 
every communicant and the unques- 
tioning acceptance of Papal author- 
ity. The faithful subject is thus re- 
lieved of all responsibility for per- 
sonal decision. It seems absurd on 
the face of it that a man can serve 
two masters—pity the distraction of 
the Catholic placed in a position of 
political trust whose personal con- 
science might vary from that of his 
Church! It is conceivable that Mr. 


Smith, if made President, might find 


himself between, so to speak, “the 


devil and the deep, blue sea.” Seri- 
ously, does Mr. Hays believe that the 
Southerner or any other American citi- 
zen dare trust the supreme position 
in the power of the people to a man 
whose first allegiance is to another 
and utterly foreign body? 

Shall the South forget that every 
country that has become democratic 
in government 


after a period of 
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has 
been involved in numerous broils and 
quarrels with his Church? Witness 
the obvious examples of Spain, Mexi- 
Shall the South forget 
that the Catholic Church, through its 
influence and teachings holds to cer- 
tain ideas that Southerners and Demo- 
crats cannot recognize? 


monarchism and Catholicism 


co, France. 


It maintains 
that marriage cannot be a civil rite, 
that the only Christian education is 
under its authority, that foreign im- 
migration into the United States 
should not be curtailed. Mr. Smith 
himself has been at some pains to in- 
dicate through recent years that he 
does not recognize the paramount au- 
thority of the Constitution and laws 
of the country. Lately he has put 
himself at the head of a movement 
which forecasts setting them utterly 
at naught, if not actively resisting 
their application. One cannot believe 
Mr. Hays is serious when he states 
that Mr. Smith’s principles are the 
same as those of Thomas Jefferson. 
He laments that the death of the 
Democratic Party must result if the 
South does not “solidly” support 
Smith for the presidency. Granting 
this very doubtful inference, if the 
alternative must be the Democratic 
Party or democracy — can there be 
any choice? 

It is not religious differences and 
intolerance which actuates the South- 
ern opposition to “Al” Smith. It is 
something deeper than any such 
prejudice. It is faith in those prin- 
ciples which are the corner-stones of 
our national life, for which our foun- 
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ders died that freedom of conscience, 
freedom of worship, and freedom of 


thought might live. The South does 


not conceive its position to be one of 


intolerance, but a 


protest, rather, 


against intolerance. It cannot ac- 
commodate its conception of democ- 
racy to an exclusive brotherhood 
which brands all others as aliens and 
heretics. And the less so when such 
brotherhood insists on directing, in 
part at least, the course of govern- 
ment. The South is democratic in re- 
ligion as in politics. It will not stand 
for bigotry or exclusiveness in either. 

A Roman Catholic cannot respond 
readily to the South’s conception of 
the responsibility of the presidency of 
the United States without proving 
recreant to the traditions of his 
Church. The South stands solidly 
for democracy that means equality of 
opportunity and perpetual progress 
through careful experimentation. It 
will not deliberately waste time on 
dead formulas and exploded theories. 
The South is going forward, not 
backward. 
haps, 


There was a time, per- 
when its feelings could be 
flouted with impunity and its “sol- 
idity” presumed upon, but that was a 
good many years ago. 
RutH CAMPBELL. 
Knoxville, Tenn. 


Oo 


Never forget that civil and religious 
liberty fade away in any nation, city 
or even neighborhood, in proportion 
as -the influence of the priests of 
Rome makes itself felt. 
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ROME RULE IN OUR JOURNALISM 


In the early part of the year when 
the attitude of 
towards 


Administration 
say the 
New York 
“World” opposed hostile action by 
our Government, and stated things 


the 
Mexico was, to 


least, menacing, the 


in regard to Mexico quite at variance 
with the anti-Mexico propaganda be- 
ing carried on by the publicity agents 
In the Brook- 
“Tablet,” Feb. 26, appeared this 
item, quoted from “The Columbian,” 
Columbus, Ohio: 

“The New York ‘World,’ after be- 
ing taken.on the carpet for its cham- 


of the priests of Rome. 
lyn 


pioning of Calles’ policy, now says of 
this ruler’s policy that ‘reasonable 
men of all faiths will agree it is one 
of extreme and fanatical repression.’ 
Strange how some people will sud- 
denly alter their policies and politics. 
In changes so sudden and marked it 
seems as though something different 
from reason and light has been the 
motivating cause. Perhaps the edi- 
tors of the ‘World’ through their cir- 
culation department would be com- 
pelled to lay off some of their help 
if the course of propaganda and falsi- 
fying did not break up.” 

But even more significant of the 


power of Rome in the newspaper 


world was another item in the same 
paper, saying that “Herbert Bayard 
Swope, member of the Associated 
Press for the New York ‘World,’ has 
been asked to appear before the next 
meeting of the Associated Press ex- 
committee at New York 
headquarters, March 14th, to explain 
the published by the 


ecutive 


editorials 


‘World’ 


Press 


the Associated 
hegemony’ dis- 
patch, which followed the interview 
granted three Washington 
spondents by Assistant-Secretary of 
State Olds. 


regarding 
‘Bolshevist 


corre- 


“It is understood that the Associ- 
ated Press is not questioning the 
right of the ‘World’ to its own opin- 
ions, but rather as to the accuracy of 
those opinions. The ‘World’ is ex- 
pected to make an issue of the case.” 


The “New Age” (March) quotes 
the Associated Press dispatch as say- 
ing, November 17: “The specter of 
Mexican-fostered Bolshevist hege- 
mony intervening between the United 
States the Panama Canal has 
thrust itself into American-Mexican 
relations, already strained.” 


The referred to are 
doubtless those of December 1 and 3. 


and 


editorials 


The former, too long to quote entire, 
narrated the details of the interview 
between Mr. Robert E. Olds, Assist- 
ant Secretary of State and three rep- 
resentatives of press agencies, invited 
to his office to meet him. These men 
were “pledged to secrecy,” and told 
that the State Department was “mor- 
ally certain” of the alleged Bolshevist 
offensive of the Mexican Government, 
though “we cannot prove it”; but that 
the Department felt that a picture of 
the situation should be presented to 
the American people, and that the 
speaker desired their advice and co- 
operation. He was told that was easy 
if the State Department put out a 
statement to that effect over the sig- 
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nature of the Secretary of State. This 
was declared by Mr. Olds to be im- 
possible, and was told that no paper 
would put out such a story without 
authority. At last it was decided to 
put out the “picture” as a kind of tail 
to an announcement that the State 
Department had decided to recognize 
President Diaz in Nicaragua. 

The “World” comment was: “We re- 
gret that one press association han- 
dled it. We regret that the represen- 
tatives of these press associations did 
not promptly inform Mr. Olds that if 
he did not wish to permit them to 
quote an authority for his story they 
did not wish to have it. But this much 
must be said: the press associations 
did not know then what is apparent 
now — that an exchange of ‘unsatis- 
fa tory’ Mexico 


notes with 


was 
about to be published (in six days’ 
time), and that the State Department 
had a purpose in prejudicing the pub- 
lic mind against Mexico as a prepa- 
ration for the publication of this cor- 
respondence. The press associations 
The State De- 
partment played a game unworthy of 
an honorable government.” 

On December 3 the “World” 
quoted the Baltimore “Sun” thus: 

“If the State Department proposes 
to attack Mexico it should do so 
openly and hold itself accountable; 
if any individual press association or 


acted in good faith. 


ai individual newspaper proposes to 


attack Mexico it should act individu- 
ally on its information and hold itself 
To have the State De- 
partment and the heads of press ser- 
vices put 


accountable. 


combine to weasel- 


out 


121 


worded attacks upon Mexico based 
upon ‘moral certainties’ is to invite 
distortion of the news dispatches and 
distortion of public opinion, and to 
destroy that direct, precise responsi- 
bility which must be the ultimate 
safeguard of accuracy in information 
given the people.” 


Then came this comment: 


“There is no challenging the truth 
of these statements. There is no way 
of characterizing the efforts of a 
State Department official to inspire 
an anonymous attack upon a friendly 
nation for an ulterior purpose in 
which the State Department dis- 
avowed responsibility except as dis- 
honorable. 

“This is what happened on Tues- 
day, Nov. 16, when Assistant Secre- 
tary Olds prevailed upon the Associ- 
ated Press to flood the newspapers of 
this country with a mischievous, sen- 
sational and altogether irresponsible 
story (for which Mr. Olds himself ad- 
mitted privately that he had no 
proof) to the effect that Mexican Bol- 
shevism was reaching down through 
Nicaragua to threaten American de- 
fenses of the Panama Canal. In this 
case the State Department was stoop- 
ing to deception and intrigue; the As- 
sociated Press was permitting itself 


to be as a semi-official news 


used 
agency, with all the loss of indepen- 
dence and integrity which that 
policy involves. 

“Two things need looking into 
One is the way by which the 


Department 


badly. 
State distributes its 
news; the other is the personnel of 
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the State Department Bureau of the 
Associated Press. 

As this “Bolshevism” bugaboo has 
formed one of the most conspicuous 
features of the Papalist propaganda 
against Mexico ever since President 
Calles began to enforce the Constitu- 
tion, it is not difficult to guess at the 
source of the State Department’s 
“moral certainty.” 


Oo 


MEXICAN ITEMS 


According to the New York 
“Times,” March 1, the Mexican De- 
partment of Education is preparing 
a plan to establish thirty rural schools 
in the State of Oaxaca, and a dispatch 
to the same paper (March 4) said that 
500 rural schools had been opened in 
different parts of Mexico the preced- 
ing Tuesday. 

x * x 
that the Mexican 
hierarchy have some natural appre- 
hension that the laity are finding out 
that the forms and ceremonies of the 


It would seem 


Church are not absolutely necessary 


elements in their daily lives. The 
New York “Herald-Tribune” (March 
that a Pastoral has been 
issued by the Archbishop of Michoa- 
can saying that a marriage ceremony 
may be performed without a priest, 
if an altar with an image of devotion 
is prepared in the home; “before it 
the couple shall kneel, make the sign 
of the cross, recite the Pater Noster, 
the Ave Maria and the Credo, and 
with the greatest contrition for their 
sins, pray to Jesus Christ, since they 
are going to celebrate and receive a 


3) says 


sacrament which asks of them to be 
in the grace of God. Then standing 
before the altar, the bridegroom shall 
say: ‘I (stating name), before God 
and the witnesses here present, de- 
clare that I want to take for wife this 
woman (stating name) as the Holy 
Apostolic Roman Catholic Church 
commands.’ 


“Then the bride shall make a simi- 
lar declaration, and the man and wife 
shall kneel and consecrate to God 
their union, promising mutual 
fidelity.” 


—_——_—_ 2 


The Belgian Gospel Mission is the 
outcome of Mr. and Mrs. Ralph C. 
Norton’s work in behalf of the Bel- 
gian soldiers during the World War. 
A new headquarters building was 
dedicated in Brussels recently, and 
the Mission has well-established cen- 
ters in nearly every province in Bel- 
gium. 


———————q7“<J-o——_ 


From New York City.—‘Enclosed 
please find Money Order for $5 as a 
small contribution toward your noble 
work. With great profit and delight I 
read THE CONVERTED CaTHOLIc. It is 
one of the few magazines coming to 


our office that I read from cover to 
cover; there is not a dull line in it, 
and it is full of valuable information 
not to be obtained elsewhere. I 
would be grateful for one copy of 
pamphlet on “The Mind of the Vati- 
can On American Political Institu- 
tions.’ Thank you, and may the dear 
Lord continue to richly bless your 
work.” 
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NEW MARRIAGE LAW LEGISLATION 


One good result of the Marlbor- 
ough-Vanderbilt marriage case was 
that it focussed the attention of the 
peoples of all the English-speaking 
countries upon the Papal claims that 
the Canon Law of the Church was 
above that of the law of every nation 
on earth. 


‘To many who did not believe that 
certain paragraphs in the Encycli- 
cal “Quas Primas” of Pope Pius XI 


really meant that he claims superior ~ 


authority over every ruler in the 
world, the annulment of the marriage 
in question was an eye-opening dem- 
onstration that Roman Canon Law 
was supreme over the national laws 
of both the United States and Great 
Britain. 


in no State or Territory of the 
United States, nor in the District of 
Columbia is there any law making 
any religion, or none, a bar to marriage. 
So, when the teaching of the Decree 
“Ne Temere” says that unless—in the 
case of a marriage between a Roman 
Catholic and a non-Catholic the par- 
ties are married by a priest—the mar- 
lage ceremony performed in accor- 
dance with the State law is no mar- 
lage at all, and that such couples are 

ving in sin,” the Vatican is exer- 
ing power over the non-Catholic 
usband or wife, as the case may be, 


\ich is contrary to the public policy 
this nation. 


In the issues of this 
lagazine for January, April, July 

| October, 1923, the reader will find 
recorded a few painful cases as to 
how this decree has worked out to 


the sorrow of the non-Catholic party 
to the marriage. It is easy to say that 
Protestants “ought to know better.” - 
To which it may be replied that there 
is room for doubt as to whether such 
“Protestants” really know very much 
about either Protestantism or Cath- 
olicism—as forming a real element in 
the daily life of the individual. But 
when all that is said, the fact remains 
that no State should allow any for- 
eign Potentate to over-ride the State 
law by declaring that any marriage 
performed in accordance with its leg- 
islation is null and void. 

Here is the text of a bill recently 
introduced into the Connecticut Leg- 
islature by Mr. Proulax, Union: 


An act to prevent the derogation of the 
sanctity of civil marriages—making 
such derogation a misdemeanor, and 
providing ‘penalties therefor. 

Section 1.—It is hereby declared to 
be against the public policy of the 
State for any person or persons to 
question the validity or the sanctity 
of any marriage, or to reflect upon 
the morality of the marital state, or 
to deny the legitimacy of the issue of 
any marriage when such marriage has 
been, or is about to be, entered into 
and solemnized 
the statutes of 


in accordance with 
this State, or the 
statutes of any other State. 


Section 2.—Every person who shall 
use any language addressed to the 
person or persons intended to be 
effected, or shall use any language in 
the presence or hearing of any other 


person or persons, or who shall ex- 
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hibit any printing, writing, sign, pic- 
ture or effigy to the person or persons 
intended to be effected, or shall ex- 
hibit the same to any other person or 
persons, and every person who shall 
compose or dictate such writing, or 
who shall procure the same to be 
done, or who shall draw or make such 
sign or picture or effigy, or who shall 
procure the same to be done, with in- 
tent to discredit any certain civil mar- 
riage therefore entered into, or 
about to be entered into or solem- 
nized, in accordance with the laws of 
this State, or with intent to question 
the validity or the sanctity of such 
marriage, or with intent to reflect 
upon the morality of the marital state 
so entered into, or about to be entered 
into, or with intent to deny the le- 
gitimacy of the issue of such mar- 
riage, shall be guilty of a misdemean- 
or, and upon conviction shall be pun- 
ished by a fine of not less than three 
hundred dollars nor more than one 
thousand dollars, or by imprisonment 
in the county jail for not less than 
three months nor more than twelve 
months, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment. Provided that for a sec- 
ond offense the punishment on con- 
viction shall be the maximum of both 


fine and imprisonment herein pro- 
vided. 


Section 3.—Every person who shall 
use any language addressed to any 
other person, or to the public, or who 
shall exhibit any printing, writing, 
sign, picture or effigy, or who shall 
procure the same to be done with in- 
tent to assert or imply that marriages 
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duly solemnized in accordance with 
the laws of this State are not mar- 
riages without further sanction, or 
with intent to_reflect upon the sanc- 
tity or morality of such marriages, or 
with intent to question the legitimacy 
of the issue of such marriages, such 
person shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and shall, upon con- 
viction be punished as provided in 
Section 2 hereof. 


Section 4.—Every person who shall 


‘ himself, directly or indirectly, exhibit 


within the State, deliver or circulate 
within the State, or procure the same 
to be done, or shall handle or place 
within the State, where it may be 
found, or read, or seen, or who shall 
knowingly permit to remain in a pub- 
lic place over which he has control, 
any written or printed matter, which, 
in its wording and intendment, re- 
flects upon or questions the sanctity 
of any marriage or marriages, or 
which questions or denies the legiti- 
macy of the issue of such marriages, 
provided such marriage or marriages 
have been entered into, or are about 
to be entered into in accordance with 
the statutes of this State, or any other 
State, shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and upon conviction shall be 
punished as in this act provided. 


Section 5.—If any person shall vio- 
late the provisions of this act he shall 
be answerable in civil damages to any 
person injured thereby in the sum of 
five hundred dollars, and in addition 
thereto to such additional or further 
damages as may be shown in the trial 
to have accrued thereby. 
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Section 6.—If any section or clause 
of this act shall be held to be uncon- 
stitutional such unconstitutionality 
shall not effect the validity of any re- 
maining portion of the act. 

\nother cause of frequent trouble 
between husband and wife in the 
cases of “mixed marriage” is the de- 
mand that before any such marriage 
the non-Catholic party shall sign an 
agreement (given in full in last 
month’s isue) that all children born 
of the union shall be brought up in 
the religion of Rome. 

The following bill was introduced 
in the Connecticut Legislature by 
Mr. Armitage, of Ashford: 

An act relating to marriage, forbidding 
certain contracts, agreements or stipu- 
lations, oral or in writing, by the par- 
ties thereto, and prescribing penalties 
for persuading, enticing or inducing 


the parties to a marriage so to do. 
Section 1.—That it shall be unlaw- 
ful for any person authorized by the 
laws of this State to perform the mar- 
tlage ceremony, as a condition to the 
performance of said marriage cere- 
mony, or otherwise to persuade, en- 
tice, or induce the parties to said mar- 
triage ceremony to enter into a con- 
tract, agreement or stipulation, oral 
or in writing, concerning religious 
aining of the issue of said marriage. 
ection 2.—It shall be unlawful for 
person authorized by law to per- 
rm the marriage ceremony, before 
after the marriage of a man and 
nan, to persuade, entice, or in- 
duce said parties to enter into a con- 
tract, agreement or stipulation, oral 
or in writing, to educate or train the 
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issue of said marriage according to 
the teaching or tenets of any particu- 
lar “church, sect, religion or belief. 


Section 3.—Any person authorized 
by law to perform the marriage cere- 
mony, violating the provisions of 
Sections 1 and 2 of this act shall be 
punished by a fine of not less than 
five hundred dollars or by imprison- 
ment in State prison for not more 
than one year and one day, or, in the 
discretion of the court, both fine and 
imprisonment. 


Section 4—All acts and parts of 
acts in conflict herewith are hereby 
repealed. 


Section 5.—This act shall take 
effect, and be in force from and after 
its passage and approval according 
to law. 

Both these bills, which were backed 
by the Ku Klux Klan, were refused 
by the House, as was also another, 
“sponsored by the same organiza- 
tion,” “the purport of which was to 
make penal membership in any secret 
organization whose members were 
required to be members of any so- 
ciety whose head was a citizen of an- 
other country. It was the general 
belief that this bill was directed at 
the Knights of Columbus, though the 
chief speaker for it denied this, but 
said that it was directed at Russian 
Communists and Italian Fascists.” 

The New York “World,” Feb. 2, 
said that three bills numbered 577, 
578 and 712, of similar tenor to the 
foregoing, had been introduced in the 
Massachusetts Legislature, and would 
come up before the next session. 
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The fact that the Legislatures of 
Massachusetts and Connecticut have 
rejected bills of this kind need dis- 
courage no one. But it is highly im- 
portant that every reader of this 
Magazine should use his best efforts 
to bring it to the notice of his per- 
sonal friends, and thus strive to in- 
crease the sphere of its influence. 


Oo 


Australian Protestants Awake 


One good effect of the Chicago 
Eucharistic Congress has been to wake 
up at least a few Australian Protes- 
tants. A “special” to the Washing- 
ton “Fellowship Forum,” Feb. 26, 
part: “All over Australia 
Protestants are organizing against 
the insulting and debasing spectacle 
proposed to be held here in 1928, 
when the Roman hierarchy plans to 
conduct a Eucharistic Congress like 
that held in Chicago. One mass meet- 
ing of Protestants, after listening to 
addresses by noted ministers and lec- 


said, in 


turers, adopted a resolution express- 
ing unanimously the declaration: 
“*This renders humble 
thanks to Almighty God for the bless- 
ings conferred by the glories of the 
Protestant Reformation, whereby we 
have been brought out of darkness 
and error into the clear light and true 
knowledge of God and His Son, Jesus 
Christ; and it hereby records its de-- 


meeting 


testation of the efforts now being 
made (by Roman Catholicism) to un- 
do that glorious work and to lead 
back Church and people to the idola- 
tries and other superstitions of Ro- 


manism. We protest against the 
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announced intention to parade the 
idolatrous “host” through the streets, 
This meeting of citizens and Protes- 
tants regards this project as an attack 
on the Constitution and liberty of the 
British people.’ 

Spread of the Anglo-Saxon Clan, 
Australian ultra secret society for 
White Protestants, is progressing 
steadily in the different States and 
communities. This has created a 
feeling of uncertainty among the Ro- 
man Catholics, who do not wish to 


fight a strong secret organization.” 
Oe 


Two “Bible coaches”—Ford trucks 
fitted with sleeping quarters for two 
or three colporteurs and with room 
for books—are being used by Meth- 
odist missionaries in spreading 
the Gospel in outlying sections of 
Uruguay and Argentina, said the 
Boston “Transcript,” Feb. 19. One 
goes from Montevideo as a base, the 
other from Rosario, Argentina. The 
“coach” from Rosario visits the 
colonies and settlements of northern 
Argentina. Many of these colonists 
are of German, Bulgarian and 
Czechoslovakian origin. Rev. F. A. 
Barroetavena and Rev. E. N. Bau- 
man, spent two or three months visit- 
ing these scattered families, holding 
Gospel services in the homes, distril- 
uting Bibles and Christian literature, 
baptizing, marrying and rendering 
every sort of Christian service to these 
“It would be diff- 
cult,” writes a missionary, “to exag- 
gerate the cheer and the blessing that 
these two Bible coaches have carried 
with them to these new countries.” 


solitary pioneers. 





PLEASE READ THIS CAREFULLY 


The Work of Christ’s Mission 


The principal purpose of Christ’s Mission is to place before all 
Catholic peoples, whether Greek, Roman, or of any other communion, 
the essential facts of New Testament Christianity, specially empha- 
sizing the following points: 

Christ’s Mission is <2 interdenominational work, bringing its activi- 
ties to bear as a connecting link between all Christians on the essential 
facts and doctrines of New Testament Christianity. Its motto is: “In 
things fundamental, unity; in things uncertain, liberty; in all things, 
unlimited charity.” 

The principal points stressed in the teaching of Christ’”s Mission 
are: 


1. That the word “religion” stands for the personal attitude of the in- 
dividual toward God. 


2. That Jesus came to save every man, woman and child on earth from 
their sins, and that the Sacrifice on Calvary was made once for all. 


3. That every living being on earth can address the Saviour Himself 
direct, at any time, in any place, with the certainty that the seeking 
Saviour will be “found” by the seeking sinner. 


4. That as the result of personal contact of any human soul with the 
divine power of Christ every man can live in the daily consciousness of 
the forgiveness of all past sin, of continual deliverance from the power of 
sin, of reconciliation with God, and a certainty that—the Blood of Christ 
having been accepted by God as atoning for all sin—the moment of death 
means the entrance upon the joys of Heaven. 


Dogmas of the Greek and Roman churches are seldom assailed as 
such, either on platform or in press, except in so far as “something 
better” as to religious experience is offered. 


The secondary purpose of Christ’s Mission is to enlighten non- 
Catholics everywhere as to Vatican-inspired activities against civil 
and religious liberty in all countries. In dealing with this subject 
it carefully distinguishes between (1) the Roman Curia, (2) the 
hierarchy, and (3) the laity. As to none of these does it assail 
individuals, but it speaks out plainly as to the nature of the politico- 
religious system in which they form three separate and distinct entities. 
It always assumes that individuals are performing their duty to God 
as they see it—even in efforts to put the yoke of spiritual, intellectual 
and political bondage upon persons and peoples not yet subject to 
the Vatican. In no case does it connect any considerable percentage 
of the laity in any way with the political schemes of either the Vatican 
or the hierarchy. 


It believes itself to be the only institution in the United States 
laboring on these two lines of work, and confidently appeals for help 
in money, prayers, and the exercise of personal influence in behalf of 
its workers and its literature. 


CHRIST’S MISSION, 330 W. 55th ST.. NEW YORK. 
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